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United States District Court 

IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Paul B. Evans, 

Box 625, Case No. 1 :06-cv-32 JOB 

Coulee City, Washington 99115 

F-LES 
Piaintrff(s), 

FEB 2 I iC:^ 



! 
INTRODUCTION 

Piaintiff hereby responds to the Court's Ortler to Show Cause why the Complaint in 

the above-captioned action, construed as a refund action, should not be dismissed, 

albeit without prejudice, for improper venue. 

All groufKls for dfemissaf assume, based solely upon a poorly worded damages 

request, that the case at bar is a refund suit under section 7422 of the Internal 

Revenue Code, rather than a damages suit under section 7433, as clearly stated. 

To the extei't that Counsel's misreading, misundorstanding. mischaracterization and 

misrepresentation (See: Nlction for Sanctions and Refen-ai to the BAR Disciplinary 

Committee, filed consurrently) may be due to Inarticulate pleading on the part of 

Pla:rtiff(s), Plaintiff(s) respectfully request(s) leave to amend the Complaint. With 

knowledge that Fed. R. Civ. P, 1 5(a) establishes a Party's right to amend pleadings 

before a responsive pleading is served; and, notwithstanding that a motion to 
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disnniss compiaint under rule 12 is not a 'responsive pleading' wltiiin rule 15's 
arriendrr'ent as of rig|-t context, Christophides v. Porco, D.C.N.Y. 1968, 289 
F.Sijpp. 403. Plair:t!<T(?) nonethetess request^s) the Couft grant leave to amend, 
which "shsS! oe freely piven when justice so requires". Rule 15(a), Federal Rules 
of Civil Prccedurs, An Arr>ended Compteint is lodged corcurrenay with this Motion 
To Amend. 

II 
Fi'JS.^^-'P.FR S ' S^HK<Si Fjr<D^?j3S .AS TO UMa^UTHORIZSO COLLECTiON ACTiViTY 

2. !n sesub'ng, as a part of the rerrtedy, return of amounts untesa-fiMr/ collssted vnilhout 
»ssess!-"snt PteinHffs's) have/hss spparentiy clouded the issues in the above- 
cspfenod artiOfi. PlairrSFffs) S'S^kfs) no mfi/nrf m th.fs scfon, incfeecL Rsintiff (s) 
!S,'!?!B of tfr? befief thst "refund", i.e . the "refijpding" of a amounts overcoffected, is 
3 matter not yst npe fc adjudfcatfbn. as expFB!r;<?d beFaw. That poor cftoice- of 
v»rds fe cssrTBCted in fha Amerded Compteirrt lodged herewith. 

3. Pteintsfffs'i sssf:fs> orf? a dsterrrrsnstfew gs tn i/whsfcfH" officers iy ernpfo'f^ps of 
!f=fenc!-?-nfs gge'^t rffsr?g3fde<i the pnjvisions of the interna! Rever^ue Cods or 
regM^pSor^s prcTjfgafe^ t*iKrp.'jrf!eriv^ cor^recfen ^-/^ lyr^^ifirf s^jff-^h' wjg^r;:'?'^ 
« ,» ^.;^., t..^ ccv'^ ^r-^s 5s *esl y-.at sstc^ u?TSLr?.hcw3sd 'SJiiection acSoFis vi'ste 
camtiirKsd. dsfn'jjes — suthorfzerf t^ Ccngress— r'?;? ti-er- N; rfeip.<-!-ir-Hr!- f,-!i 
damages are wi no sense a "refund". 

3. .AJtRmaft's'y if *e Coyrtfi'icfs that ^k; pro'-'isfcrts nf »e f^EpmaC Pe-.-eou^? Cede or 
-■11 .- i::a;a\nt oroi^i.''{]gf=;rf fhcre'jider t«jere disregarded, then "refLEnd" becomes tfre 
hisffcfeMp- fssua anrf tfre proper VBr.tje- for stf* 'n-^*^-" FfTfTnT nna^ ffief. he 

PauSB-Evsrsv, United states aaseJofSpages 
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'"*!§i£. "' y^gg''- ''•■ZC'-'''^B -ftCT QP .^SSESSFENT OOCUPS !M THE DlSTRiCT 
OF COLUMBIA 
inf?:-" 3f Levis'-' ,c OgcIj; se-Hrf ^20? ^poc^ss thst "sss-^ssmsr' shaH he rrade by 

„ ,., c- '- -TTf-., -, •:- 3.- =.,—.« ".V^ KT-J r^l Sf^t o43 . -^he Offic-& Qf ^e 

Ave? s^W •as<xnQd--'DC '>?'">i 

■•- '■"• - -""='^'- ■ '"«'=c<>'C J'-'"^"'— ■ rf°''^^''"'5*'!0'" v.*' '■ssDeettotf'e""gtt'?rs 

"'-■■•""'•'■ '- <f'i>- -■■'- -'"=•" ""■=' ?"-'-3''2>^ "-- f'S .-hc^'e-rar.fto''<}d acSon. 
Court, {fs^i^ attached) 



" ■SP' RESBLIS IM PLAKTB^FS COMFUSIOM 
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Plaintiffs confusion as to the basis for the Court's OkIct to Simm Cause aris^fcom 

<'-c-c:^en*'^i:p'er>cCoiJ:^C5S<-VWGMCV'AR&NK N P ''/ SCHr/iO"^ 

If., •'I SO' dec!r'°'iv.'aniRrV7 77^ 'nthatcs&'s GinsbFJFO J stp^B^tba*- 

_ ^ „ „ ,^^,1 "-"t^e^ji -isd'r-^'cr s-e ""f concepts of the seme 

a - S3 1- > ' li'rshjo^a' '"mve''ience 'S waived tf nai 
t -tj>'/rd.i.>^ ' Si'7- rf.— ~i 

^ „i:'3e considered 



'^the-t.efe-cfs'Tt. 

-'^-i^ s'-i-^ ;«r '-rq. -tcr i-c'-^*='b''S^sdthat 



:r"_ ' ^ ■, ' -/ihri-^j o*- 3-1./- ^Tfrrgc+f'S Dart C*" the 

-".'"' , ,cry!3 V-.t.jor-ifrp'^' ;J^cafre•^tJy 



38s E3tf 414 pxMj, cat aisntsd ei 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff(s) request(s) the Court grant leave to ite the Amended 
Ccmtfteint, todged herewith. 



3d: 2 I /4 

Paiil B. Evans 



requestftw^ leave to 



